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REMARKS 



INDEPENDENT CLAIM 42 

• CJaim 42 recites a keyboard having 26 letter keys that are each labeled with a number. The 
number is 2-9 respectively for keys A-C, D-F, G-I, J-L, M-0, P-S, T-V and W-Z. This is 
exemplified in the application by Fig. 1 (below): 

APPLICATION FIG. 1 
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Claim 42 is rejected over Nokia in view of Woods. The Examiner acknowledges that Nokia 
fails to teach 26 letter keys labeled with a number, but contends this is taught by Woods Fig. 2 
(reproduced in-part below) showing letter keys with numbers 96-121 . 

WOODS FIG. 2 
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The Examiner's contention is incorrect, because the numbers 96-121 in Woods' Fig. 2 are 
merely patent reference numerals that appear on the patent drawing for the purpose of referencing 
the keys in the specification. Woods does not suggest these numbers be labeled on an actual 
keyboard as claimed. This is indicated by the numbers 96-121 not appearing in the perspective view 
of Woods' keyboard (Fig. 1 reproduced in-part below). 



2 



WOODS FIG. 1 




This is further indicated by the numbers 96-121 in Woods' Fig. 2 being underlined, in 
accordance with the rule in 37 CFR 1 .84(q) that: "Such a reference character must be underlined to 
make it clear that a lead line has not been left out by mistake." 

This is further indicated by the following section of Woods' specification highlighting 
"96-121" in bold in accordance with the standard format for patent reference numerals. 

Arranged throughout Row 68, Row 78, and Row 84 are 
the twenty-six letter keys of the English language. When a 
letter key 96-121 is pressed alone, a lower case letter 
character is inserted. When a letter key 96-121 is pressed 
30 along with a shift key 10 or 12, a capital letter character is 

(Woods, col. 10, lines 26-30) 

This is yet further indicated by Woods' specification not suggesting anywhere that numbers 
96-121 be printed on an actual letter key nor providing any reason why they would be. 

Therefore, it is clear that while Woods shows patent reference numerals labeled on a drawing 
of letter keys, he does not suggest the limitation of numbers labeled on actual letter keys as claimed. 

Even according to the Examiner's mistaken interpretation of Woods' numbers, Woods still 
would not teach the claim limitation it was cited for. That is because the claim 42 limitation at issue 
limits the numbers to the range 2-9, whereas Woods' numbers are in the range 96-121. Additionally, 
claim 42 specifies "the number being 2-9 respectively for keys labeled with A-C, D-F, G-I, J-L, M- 
O, P-S, T-V and W-Z" (such as the same number "2" labeled on three different letter keys A, B and 
C), which Woods does not disclose. 

Therefore, the rejection is clearly in error on several grounds and should be withdrawn. 
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INDEPENDENT CLAIM 47 

In claim 47, each of the keyboard's 26 letter keys is assigned a number, as exemplified in the 
application by Fig. 1 (above). 

Claim 47, like 42, is rejected over Nokia in view of Woods. The Examiner acknowledges 
that Nokia fails to teach the claimed 26 letter keys each assigned a number, but contends this is 
taught by Woods' Fig. 2 (reproduced in-part above). As explained above (regarding claim 42), the 
Examiner's contention is incorrect, because the numbers in Woods' Fig. 2 are merely patent 
reference numerals that are assigned to a drawing of keys and not to actual keys as claimed. 
Therefore, claim 47 is patentable over the cited art. 

INDEPENDENT CLAIM 56 

Claim 56, like claim 42, recites a keyboard with 26 letter keys that are each labeled with a 
number, the number being 2-9 respectively for keys A-C, D-F, G-I, J-L, M-O, P-S, T-V and W-Z. 
As with claim 42, the rejection of claim 56 is based on the Examiner's mistaken contention that this 
is taught by Woods. However, as explained above regarding claim 42, Woods does not teach letter 
keys labeled with numbers as claimed, much less numbers in the range 2-9 as claimed, and much 
less with the same number labeled on several different letter keys. Therefore, the rejection of claim 
56 is in error on several grounds and should be withdrawn. 

DEPENDENT CLAIMS 44-46, 48-50 AND 57-58 

The remaining claims all depend from base claims that are explained above to be patentable 
over the prior art. The limitations that the dependent claims add to the base claims distinguish them 
further from the prior art. 

The application is therefore now in condition for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mitchell Rose (Reg. No. 47,906) 
JONES DAY 
901 Lakeside Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
3/5/09 ■ (216)586-7094 
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